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Applicant(s) 
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True T. T. Nguyen 


Art Unit 

2833 





Period for Reply ^^f^ i wm me correspona nee aaaress 

iu^="S?i!'?K'?^° STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. " 

" ffttrs1riSTHl''f,n^^''m'^ ^^'^ ""^"^f- "^y^ reply be timely filed 

aner six (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication / r » j 

■ If NOre?rod fnr r?n'i!lfi'f T ^I'T 'ff ''"'^ "^^^ ^ ^^P'V '"e Statutory minimum of fhlily (30) days will be considered timely 

Lilur e to rer^^v n lhf,pTn^ wT""' f "^""^ ""P'^ """^ ^"^'^^ ^'^ (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of t^fe communication 

reo V h« h« f^^»!f^ i "^r'"" 'ff^ « "'• "^"^ aPPli^rtion to become ABANDONED (35 U.SX:. § 133). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on the response filed on 3/19/04 . 
2aM This action Is FINAL. 25)0 This action is non-final, 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213, 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) ^7 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim{s) • is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) Is/are allowed. ' 

6) 13 Claim(s) 17 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the cbn-ectlon is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1121(d). 
!!)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action orform PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

1 2)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)DAII b)n Some * c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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2) 0 Notice of Drattsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 
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4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 1, the recitation of" one protruding fmger that shields an interior of said 
transceiver cage" is unclear. How could one finger shield an interior surface of the cage? The 
applicant has not disclosed this feature in the original specification. This feature will not be 
considered for examination. 

Claim Rejections '35 USC §102 

3 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 3 5 U. S. C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

, , . : (e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), ^ 

in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an appHcation filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 102(e) as being anticipated by Jones (US 
6,364,709). 
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Jones disclose a fiber optic transceiver package comprising: 
a main transceiver cage (1, Figure 2); 

a lower portion (5) comprising an intermediate rear EMI gasket (rear portion of portion 5) 
and being integrally formed with the cage by a plurality of protruding finger (54). 

5. Claims 1 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hwang (US 
6,416,361). 

Hwang disclose a fiber optic transceiver package comprising: 
a main transceiver cage (1, Figure 5); 

a lo\yer portion (5) comprising an intermediate rear EMI gasket (rear portion of portion 5) 
and being integrally formed with the cage by at least one protruding finger (54); 

a connecting pin (22) having more than one leg curved outward from one end the other, 
the mid portion of the pin have largest diameter for engaging into a receiving hole (not. shown) to 
create a flexion force, the surface of the legs Ue on an arc or a circle; 

the magnitude of the flexion force is varied by varying an amount of at-rest arc placed in 
the legs; and 

the pin is formed as ah integral portion of the cage. 

Claim Rejections -35 use §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 2 and 4 rejected under 35 U.S.C; 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jones (US 
6,364,709). 

Jones substantially disclose the claimed invention except for the thickness of the 
protruding finger is at least of 0.005 inches. 

It would hiave been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was to made to provide the a thickness of 0.005 inches to the protmding finger, since it 
has been held that where the general conditions of a claim a are disclosed in the prior art, 
discovering the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In re Alter, 
105USPQ232. 

Response to Arguments 
8. Applicant's arguments filed on 3/19/04 have been fliUy considered but they are not 
persuasive. Because: 

a) in response to the appUcant'sargument on page 5, lines 10-14. The examiner, 
respectfully disagrees. The applicant has never claim the protmding finger is project upward 
fi-om the lower surface into the interior of the transceiver cage. The limitation on which the 
applicant reUes is not stated in the claims. It is the claims that defme the claimed invention, and 
it is claims, not specifications that are anticipated or unpatentable. Constant v. Advance Micro- 
Devices Inc., 7 USPQ2d 1064. 

h) in response t6 the applicant's argument on page 5, lines 16-17, that there is no 
reference teach an integral rear intermediate EMI gasket. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 
The examiner rejected this feature in detail rejeiction above (see Examiner' s rejection)^ 
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b) in response to the applicant's argument on page 5 line 20 to page 6 lineS. The • 
examiner respectfully disagrees. Since the above feature has been disclose by the Jones 
reference then the limitation of claims 2 and 4 also disclose by Jones in view of the case law (see 
Examiner's rejection). 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . i36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expke THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the niailing date of this fmal action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing' 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry coricerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to True T. T. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-201 1. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paula Bradley can be reached on 571-272-2800 extension 33. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this appUcation or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PubHc PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system,, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



True T. T. Nguyen 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2833 



